-<ar Joan, 



4/27/00 



Sorry i was not a clear as _ shoul ^oavo been, Time ana age take fc.aij.r toil, 
too! Some •.! y*ur questions li.ve ans..ars that are cie.r t.; .je, some do not, ana 






wni-e _ do not question feu Ivon's iruthfilness to you, i think his ei donation 

t) M* v 

01 tuo oasis of their distrust o#- L voii _s not fxlo. and complete. Hot by any 
means# 

Whuii I s..id i did not "name" bo;vle%, i. scan: that it is my recollection 
tiiat while what i saia wouiu likely point Salanaria in thai* ai^ection^, I did 
% name Bo.-ley as tne UIA penetrant. If any. What I now t.onk I believed then is 
tint qo-vley' s sin was ^eicess loyalty to Garrison^ ..he, after the gIa fired him, 
would _atill (live noulej a job. This sin manifested itself in Alley's making 

t# K » is* 

up what he relieved would sup ort «?tet Garrison made up# ana what Garrison had, 

m 

which came to not h i ng , began with plagiarism zo v/hich he adued his own fabrications. 

- Cri'dWt 

oc n Andrews told ms that in his own way. recounted how the ,f £ii<} totT 71 ais 

usual reference to ear risen, came into his office, t..rew a copy of Whitewash 

t)^ok 

on his desk and told him he should mad it. That was, at the least, the Harrison 

A 

beginning ol the Clay Bertrand part of h_s bhav/ fabrication# 

4s best I can recall it now, it ruy have been that the reason I did not 
"name 11 bo.-ley as a CilA penetrant, whether or not he was tiiat, ana I dia not 
believe th t, was the Salandria being baiandria^ would o., ag qr up with tiiat great 
conclusion oi uis own ,nd v;_th it Ins own, he'd have more involvement, more 
confidence. 

iue oXa del not have to penetrate Harrison, ^e unviaed his Q>wn ondless 

. 

insaaitixaziB. Jhen - usee to coni' rent him v;ith .hem 1 believed h£>s fal-e answer 

longer than shouiu h^ave. Hu saia he was fixating fire with fire, Garrison was 

entirely unembarrassed by being caught in oovious plagiarisms. If you want such 

V/ 

a story one is clear in my mind. lj part oecause he was not embarrassed by the 
transparence and because in practising his speech he fluffed that an d in jart 
because nc aid t.jat onen jie deliverodtnat speech. That plagiarism was fro^ya my 
tiiiru bu k ana Ll insisted tiiat - oe there to hear him deliver it! J A f* 

1 was sure tiiat Salanuria would suspect noxley on his own, without my using 

catiLey 3 name to Salancria, oecaU3u 1 oelieved tnat "Salanuria couiu not have 
avoided suspecting him." 

1 dia not believe tnat Boxley was wo riling for the UlA iiwn^he women for 

. 

•j'cLc nsoo* Aside t rom not believing it, 1 saw no Gia ne^d for aoing to Garri son 
■hat he was already d$»ing to himself. It may have been, when I first met him, I 
may have suspected it but tf that is so, my suspicion uid mot last long. You 
uau to have oeen there and seen and hears Garrison ramoie alon^ w_th al^sorts of 
insanities i .nd that for hours at a time^ to be able to believe how utterly insane 



W\ 



ail tiiat was. Mindlessly ana repetitiousl^ and in enlargement. 

both so:-.iey and Garrison sus xictea t;iat people who were not ,jid could not 
have oe.^n ^re Cua. almost anyone who aid not a^res- with them. 

Garrison hire Loxloy and paid bin from pr ivate funds-over staff opposition. 



ji is original recommenuatiqfo'to Garrison was from a na. State trooper, what the 
staff's original opposit-^w&a I do no-: remember out I believe it includeu the 



lack oi need for him, the danger in lairing an outsider, or both. Later oonley 

J; 

himself cause" the suspicion. 

As to Garrison's trust of Saiandria, the staff could not tal* Mm out of 
his Perrin-nradley fabrication and the only "sup x>rt'h.f that chilu^sh fabrication 
was from boxJLey. **y god, you should have seen the awful rubbish iioxley ;;iaae up 
that 1 did get to go over. 

. . 

Uie oi tne Ivi^i suspicions of xoMey tame from Ms secretiveness (wMckwas 

at least j rtgflln part Garrison' .$ 3ocretiveness*| ana another was the absence^ of 
most of Ms work on paper, paper that other than Garrison could review ana appraise. 
I was, in fact .surprised at the amount of it diat Iv^n gathered up for me on 
thaj perr in-Lraaley fabrication, unless it *ns tiiat for making the actual charge 
against them Garrison neeaeu some kina of paper, no matter how much rubbish it was. 

I think the casic reason Garrison trustee boxley is tiiat Loxley repeated 



ft 



tfs you saw, mufih of the rubbish 



Garrison back to Garrison, boxley was bright 

ij * OHM 1 ( j 

he turned in was ^rucbisi&ji. And, without thab rubbish, Garrison had nothing on 
wMch to proceed* 

i do not remember seeing anything at al± tnat le^u to tutf otob belief that 
uoxiey maae that era xy story u^, all I remember is tiiat he was trying to make: 
confirmation of it up. 

«r > 

I do not know wha/ got Garrison to trust Satfdria's word as he did but the 

insane Salanaria belief, on which he iie^ld £ orth at great ana endlessly repeated 

length, tiiat the secret to the Kennedy assassination was in;, the 1 'rotsky a 3 sassi- 

nation# -ascinatea Garrison as in dou# al? regarded Sul^nuria as a threat tMnhflfcr. 

hat Joxley .disappeared for long periods of time would have made the pro, IajAti, 

auspicious, out it *»as net that alone if tiiat was a major factor .n it. i believe 

\^t ha* ana Gcmamora and others are still loyal to Garrison ©oiu for that reason 

are unwilling to oe more cooperative . I think tiiat they, like I, believe tttfcx 
... /v^vg^> c/ u/ cjU yy 

that ~Errison made ioots if not {all Ms jupk n^r37*xley. They ,«ere also 

suspicious oi the way Garrison worked with lioxloy, and ij/at was not Joxley's 



desire as* much as it .as Garrison's. Ivon was suspicious and told me he was by 
the absence uf^i&pc r t s that others coula read and check, byiiow much Garrison 
anu soxley k~?t secret. Jntil my involvement in the rerrin/hraaley 



evua. seeing a Loxley report. 



uo notrecall 



*N 
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!h.o sinpl. j vruth is txmt ^arrisou aid ‘by himself what no enemy could have done 
to him. The I'ml haa a couple of sources inside Garrison's office and if zn& CIA 
'-x -f 9 **■ naver saw any inoication ox it. nv knowledge ox the fHI's sources 
cornea for the a'-SI's flew Orleans records I got in Ca 7^20, as I recall the case 
nuuber. I was at the tine reasonably confid..nt of the identification of one of tiieru. 

*our penult graf seeiaa to indicate your jbelief that iioaCLoy nado this ghastly 
xict tQj& up and palnea it off on Garrison. I think the op osite is true. • T, 

xt was Garrison, not hoxl-y, who haa ,hem me-t so much entirely in -ksofit and 
so often away from th. ofxice. Garrison s prefee nee >,as for the Jew Orleans 
Athletic elub ^BoACJ* He useu small office robins that I sup posed had be~n $ 
®Letfruoms, at least in some cases, small uinxning rooms for dining and meetings, etc. 
fa uhis lie was nuos. The i'ixt nau xhe pair ox ITCJAfi phone o bfl^erators as sources, I’rom 
xhe i'Jx*s own reports# hut il there was any tap on the Garrison ofxice phone I 
recall no x*'hl record even inch eating the possibility. 

xn c | arif ying the mat Tiers oi. ’which you write, X again think that can best 
oe aone when you are here and as I suggested, make a tape for history ^ noijfor 
your use in your book, when x au think some of the ,utlanai 3 h stories can be j*& O'/ 
interest and use to you. Some not for use out asxor better unde standing of the man. 
Anu of his staff and of boxley, if not also of some of the others who flooded in 

there : I iris'* I 

,gome . — lit/ 1 

.were intensely loyal. Particularly those like pordelon ..nd hoisul. 



- do not recall anything that any of them could haveleakdeojf on him. Or abou^him. 

In what I did, 1 had complete independence, evidence I wanted I aakea xvon 
for and ne had one of thv. "boys 11 go get it. hearing Id- investigators. They 
ne\j6r pushed anytliing on me, made no suggestions, etc. Hone of them ever saw- 
or askeu to 3ee-snytiiing - had written and not one of thorn until Sciambra got the 

A + 

lull text that Saturday night. He had no time for xeroxing ~hen . n d x do not/cnow 
wnat if any copies he made later. ^ 

I have a copy of the Garrison press release and of his book, as X suppose you ao. 
Garrison aad a bunch of us to lunch the coming Tuesday, in a HuaC oining renfom, 
oomplut e w_tli a blackboard which ne again used to aepict the comers of tiie -UB : 
uo m a i n land his imagined conspiracy was made up to be based. Hw asked us what he 
should do and I suggested that he invite Boxley ro retum^he was then in TeSsj 
and to respond to w^at x had in that .uemo directly to me. 



Bcxletj never re Turned. 



4 / 



The more a think of this the more I oelieve tiiat re corning aviiat I can recall and 
prompting tiiat recall, which your questions can do, Would oo useful to j?ou now 
and as a recora xor nistory. Gome of it may raise questions aoout what you have 
x.ne or iiave in mina ana may prevent error ^hicli ycu are not now av/are. There 

iX 



are lew dependable .aid impartial sources and there > oon will be even fewer. 

When you get to that remember is that SaTurtiayil have no renal dialysis and now it is 
washing me out . tfroa improper, and worse, mooical care I have grown steddilly 
lj|eai»or and some tine that wasneu-out feeling lingers onto the second day. 3o I 
h^.x; you can arrange tuis for as soon as possible for you. Tliat would give you/ 
us Saturuay and possibly Sunday or part of it.. 

^ '■hinm it shouiu. oc at Some i-ngth as a record for history and I a±so thixuc 
you 11 ge| some color! ul studfof which you do not know ana some of ..hich you Can use. 

4||4 * I 

oi ah&w’s -v/yers , have you spoken to Sal Panzeca? .ibout larriaon, not about 
the Shaw case? 

I think you should also want a lulj. account of Garrison as ho prepared his 
press 'releases UU in longhanaj, his speeches, and his unloadings ofl/zhe press 
that had not air" aady turned against him, like the n os Angeles Pree Press . And 
roa^-y stupiainvolveuent with whafc turned out to be the French vJI^, its SikiCk. I 
think I nave part of a file on that not turned over to houd, as most of j=iy "r^cor^ds 
now have been. Anti some pictures not of tlte best quality. That also iiolds what 
CaJ1 oe tea with an oddball who might have iiad some intelligence connection* 

Garrison would have had a well-puDlicized connection if I had not broken it up. 

£\W\ L J * 

Aith the spectacular provided by Ivon and some of his dicks. 

®p/to ;/ou but I t.iink a recording of what 1 can recall coul? be of interest 
anu x think of value as a ^coru for history. That fiasco was a major depressant, 
a na if nis notions had no been 30 grandiose he could nave put pro pie in jail and 

held tiie potential of a difierent view of the subject. 

There is also what he .retended to go for, did not get and declined when it was 
offered to him. And might ver^weli have led him to what he could have used. There is 
a Homosexual aspect that should be a record for History out not included in a book 
now, wiien it can be hurtful to some still living. 

I've rambled and have to qui ; now but the more I t.ink of chat i lived tnrough 
and was part of or an observed of them the more I t.ink it shouxa be recorded anu, 
depending on tne book you are writing, o ^ use to it in it. and for the future. It 
iclt unreal to me then and does not as I ceealx bits and pieces of which I'vnot 
~'ve not Aho tight in years, i-^ch tiiat seems unreal ana is solid truth, nira one of 
tnnse strange cliaracters taking a li king to my wofe, who she's never seen. 



